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3.   SOCIAL ENDS.

If the true object of the moral will cannot be our own Ego,
we are confronted with this alternative: either it is some
other Ego, the individual personality of our neighbour, or it
is society as such in its various divisions of state, community
and family. Now, if my own Ego is not an ultimate moral
end, it is not easy to see why any other Ego should be. / The
preservation and happiness of an individual, the development
of his capacities, are in and for themselves precisely equal in
value, whether the individual in question is myself or some-
one else. Nay, my own Ego is, if anything, the more im-
portant, because the means of furthering its happiness and
development are more fully in my power. Nor does the
multiplication of individuals much alter the state of affairs.
You cannot get a real quantity by putting zeros together./ If
an individual feeling of pleasure has no moral value, then
neither has the pleasure of many or all individuals./ Utili-
tarianism is, thus only extended egoism. It makes an
ultimate end out of what can be only a proximate end or
a means to further ends. Considered as means, the further-
ance of one's ow$ welfare and of that of others have both of
them a relative moral value, to be measured by the relation
of the means to the true moral end. This explains why we
believe it better to work for our neighbour's advantage than
for our own, and why, when the two conflict, we recognise
the former course as the only moral one. The reason ordin-
arily alleged for this, namely, that nature has already dis-
posed us to look after ourselves, while unselfish action usually
results only after a victory over egoistic motives, is hardly
the final one. If unselfish as well as selfish impulses were
not implanted in the human heart by nature, they could
never develop; and the furtherance of one's own being,
understood in a higher sense than that of the mere satis-